Hidalgo County - Urban County Program
Precinct No. 1-

Architectural Professional Services
Parks, Recreational Facility Improvement (Sunrise Hill/Sunset)

Grading Gnd
CRITERIA Alcoser Garcia V-A Architecture ERO Architects
Associates

Grader Grader Grader Grader Crader Grader Grader Grader Grader

PCTH1 UCP | P.Dept. | PCTHL UCP | P.Dept. | PCTHL UCP P. Dept.
Selection Criteria 19 20 19 20 20 20 19 20 18
Experience of Project Team 24 24 15 24 24 15 24 24 15
Experience/Availability of
Project Manager 20 19 18 18 18 18 19 17 18
Understanding Projects 25 25 23 23 24 25 23 24 25
Familiarity w/Applicable
Rules & Regulations 10 10 10 9 10 10 9 10 10

| TOTALS 98 98 85 94 96 88 04 95 86

AVERAGES 03.67% 92.67% 91.67%




- HIDALGO ("YUNTY STATEMENT OF QU.” "IFICATION
S>CORING/EVALUATION SHEE T
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:_ Year 21 Parks. Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Alcocer Garcia Associates
Date of Evaluation: /fé’/ff/ e /f g
Evaluator’s Name: ,f//}};f/_é’ﬂ e / v%jf prsd
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:__Year 2] Parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Alcocer Garcia Associates

Date of Evaluation: 597/” 7, Zé a"& 4 9'

Evaluator’s Name: /4}4/' TN S g@JZ_Q,D C AL, C;\Cf >
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contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:  /€g+ 0,5 4&&/—/ 674 %dz/{ co J” € qﬂ
Aty onber SO0 oy /;-. Sy & Bz
_léw/{ /’/L@//{A‘-{) ot  Crte [og

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 / ?

Corn.n}ents/Ratlonale for Points: /;}1@ 7 690492/7 ‘Ol e J-»—p.__ CQ@«.SfC}fV 4 7
St 'Q/UC) Lecdc Ganed) l/\:. S CM/U harte. w\,a,che_
celder Buvulable 4T s Hme 1 7F veepse

4. Understanding of Project 25 55
ﬁts%ili forP %i, 7/@/}%4 LN F e e =, Ww\éﬂ

ut?.o”g'rj Mﬁj&gw v‘ﬂe, %f Ec T

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations /
Comments/Rat;/(;/wle for Points: V&w /41*}4"/1/ % 1})*’% ZZ)(
Tievs g/ -/%/ezc—f SR s
%}L&f‘ 55:7
| - Total Score i Q




' HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:_- Year 21 parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: Alcocer Garcia Associates

Date of Evaluation:  September 03, 2009

3
Evaluator’s Name:  Yvette Islas, Buverf\™~e }

H\Q

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 19

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SOQ indicates team has some professional qualities necessary
for project. '

2. Experience of Project Team 25 15

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates experience however unable to reach past clients
from all firms being evaluated firms.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SOQ indicates single point of contact extensive experience,
unclear of availability.

4. Understanding of Project 25 23

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ unclear of how much experience firm has in this
particular type of work.

5. Famiharity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SOQ indicates understanding of rules and regulations

Total Score 85



HIDALGO € YUNTY STATEMENT OF QU:- IFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:__Year 21 Parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: V. A. Architecture
Date of Evaluation: / %,:/f‘/ .5, // ;ﬁﬁ 7

Evaluator’s Name: c_,J/.;/i’é;? / %ffﬁ
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:_ Year 21 Parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: V.A. Architecture

Date of Evaluation: o=T: i% 7Y PP 69?
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:r Year 21 parks. Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:__ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: V.A. Architecture

Date of Evaluation:  September 03, 2009

Evaluator’s Name: Yvette Islas, Buyer . 4\)

/‘\\

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 20

Selection Criteria Point Score

. Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SOQ indicates team has professional qualities necessary for
this type of project.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 15

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this eriteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates experience however unable to reach past clients
from all firms being evaluated firms,

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates single point of contact extensive experience,
unclear of availability.

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates knowledge with relate similar projects

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

-

~TTL
Y

quh’___ﬁ&éﬁféi]Rationals for Points:__SOQ indicates understanding of rules and regulations

Total Score 38




HIDALGO CYUNTY STATEMENT OF QU." 'IFICATION
_ S>CORING/EVALUATION SHEET -
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:__ Year 21 Parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department: _ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm:; EROQ Architects
Date of Evaluation: %‘6 2z 7/ < / FEA0Z

Evaluator’s Name: /ﬁ}ﬂn // z%ffﬁ
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2. Experience of Project Team 25 Z Y
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIF ICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description:___Year 21 Parks, Recreational Facility [mprovements- (PCT #1)

Department:__Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: ERO Architects

Date of Evaluation: S eﬁ / 4/ 2—690 ? .
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HIDALGO COUNTY STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATION
SCORING/EVALUATION SHEET
ENGINEERING/ARCHITECTURAL & TESTING SERVICES

Project Description: __Year 21 parks, Recreational Facility Improvements- (PCT #1)

Department:_ Hidalgo County Urban County Program

Name of Firm: ERO Architects

Date of Evaluation:_ September 03. 2009

Evaluator’s Name:__ Yvette Islas, Buyer . . v}

Selection Criteria Point Score

1. Professional Qualifications of Team 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates team has extensive professional qualities.

2. Experience of Project Team 25 15

*Note* Information necessary to assess the firm on this criteria should be gathered by
contacting past/current clients:

Comments/Rationale for Points:_SOQ indicates experience however unable to reach past clients
from all firms being evaluated firms.

3. Experience/Availability of Project Manager 20 18

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SOQ indicates single point of contact extensive experience,
unclear of availability,

4. Understanding of Project 25 25

Comments/Rationale for Points: 8OO indicates team’s experience strong and very capable of
understanding this type of project.

5. Familiarity with Applicable Rules and Regulations 10 10

Comments/Rationale for Points:_ SQQ indicates understanding of rules and regulations

Total Score 86



